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___ understood wliat Wtt 3 reported bv National ^uMin j?„,m „ i . 

‘-at you am fllad 

St ~E£ ^ jsm- 

C)na a u A ^V' U]; rGC0rd3 0X0 "'Official." They draw several artificial distinoti om 
One is between "recorded" "not recorded" copies, the fomer onlv oSn^ w' 

i3^filiI^°S d ^ cki at ±S T'!Ti,T reCOrded " iS ' gonoral ^ r » duplicate filing. AnothS 
they contain ** 

crntrai^Ss^r^m^if, tl r.r e ^ FBi,Q waa ° f »»» ^ 

«- «•* «* - A th0 w " te * is 

«y haw seat notw^vi to TOW becaS £ th» 

^LT% h °' V ® eraployfKl a " M " or letterhead memorandum to vMchthe field 
S f i Y What dt ****** *> W* on the possibility that tZjZSLt 

sources in the of ^ UBI ' In ttlis event » it would have idehtifatv' 

that i n ,iAt ’ ■ tex : TO -^ 1 arbitrary numbers, like T-1, and appended a separate iheQ-fc 
PBlHQ onS. y BmaJlated ^ which tho correct identification of "T-t" is given - v> 

mld ^deld oflicesh have certain files from which they never disclose 
QA i"Pd ' °U no ^ olov ^ ce : Ore at FBIHQ which holds much political information is 
,, ,, /os^arch flatters. This classification actually holds such diverse things as 

the director s correspondence and records of the FBI’s lobbying and leaking and what 
.. .°j uo / w ^ disclose about the media. 'When a 94 record surfaces on search of 

the index tho l'BI pretends tliat its research is not responsive to the request. 

. ’? e ^ 1 ^ se * copy of the FBI's file classifications of several years ago. *t 

has undoubtedly been expanded byt when this is tho old numbers are still used 

33 .“C 7 WGre * ^ a . list does not hold any terrorism listing but it has, in the past, 
us j( for such information. It may today alive a special number of what it describes 
as terrorism informants but in the past it used the numbers I have marked. 

Wo informant is used without FBIHQ assent and all contacts are supposedly recorded 
on a special informant contact form. It may or may not have attachments find the attaclw 

A+ n TOTm°« a0Eietiiae3 remoV0d 0114 P- Laced in the main file rather than the informant file. 
At rnuiq there is, or at least was, a top echelon informant coiomittee. It made the 
decisions relating to informers so evaluated by tho FBI and in the past this has 
included those who reported what was or could be regarded as sensitive as distinguished 
from really significant. 

„ Documents provided by informants are often kept in Form FD?40 envelopes at the 
nn™ f „ * 3 mid often they 0X0 Physically separated from the main file as "bulkys" 
or • >s, ^enclosures behind files. ylf tlie field offices want laboratory examination 
or documents or othjler matter they send the 11)540 to HQ with the request and indicate 
wie er or not its return is desired. FBIHQ lias disregarded tliis in the past and 
returned wliat it did not want in FBIHQ files. Vs avoided disclosure on search. 



i 



Tho field offices use ^ile Classification 80 ('"Laboratory Research Matters'^ as 
FBIHQ uses 94. It is common practise for the field offices to include laboratory ^ 
research matters within the appropriate main files# The field offices have also had 
other means of deifying an ordinary search and they use "dead" and "now dead’ files 
in strange ways* One mentis of hiding is SAC (spo.’lal agent in charge) safes and not 
filings Another is out-of-clxaimels forwardlxig to high JJBIHW officials. 

Iloot of ray extensive expordtonce with tlie FBI comes frora my work, which it does 
not like, and my successful uses of FOIA to obtain wliat it does not want to disclose. 

I have done most of the responsible writing about tire investigations of $ho assassi- 
nations of President Kennedy and Dr. King* u nl5Jco others I am not a conspacy theorist. 
My seven books are a study of how our basic institutions worked in those times of 
great stress and since. The 'FBI ha3 not been able to fault ray work on fact so, and I 
believe tills is not uncommon# it resorted to extensive^ misrepresentations that amount 
to libel. In tide it can be tunvelenting and uninhibited. While it prefers to avoid 
direct lies, it lias lied in all my raany FOIA lawsuits and the record sliow 3 it lias 
nothing; ito fear from the courts. So# it would not be surprising to rao if with regard 
to information relating to you it misrepresents and di^{gresse 3 and, if it deems that 
necessary# has laed and will lie again. 

If this is outside your experience with it, I report that right now in a FOIA 
case it refused to let me drop because of my advanced age and health iiapairaents, it 
did cross the line into perjury# I have proved it beyond quest:. on# with the FBI's 
own records, and the FBI lias not bothered to males even pro fonaa denial. It prevailed 
before the district court# it lias avoided denial or any refutation before tho appoaia 
court# whore I f ve limited the litigation to those undenied felonies, and that court# 
having set oral arguments for last year and had to delay them# lias not even rescheduled 
them. I tliink* you can take this as an indication that tho perjury# fraud and mis- 
representation case I've made is that solid and that it confronts the appeals court 
with what it would rather not face. If I were not as limited as I am I'd be pressing 
the appeals court to proceed. 

I do think it would be good for the country and for just5.ee and for the function- 
ing of the Congress if a case of FBI perjury is forced and &ets public attention. 

The records in my cases indicates that those who pull these things get promoted. 

I do not know whether you want to press for this "te?orist" information relating 
to you but if you do and if I can help in any* way# please let me know. 




Harold Wcisberg 



